zg6               St. Hckna! s Discovery

again, because, in his Comment on the Psalms, he
speaks also of miracles wrought at the Sepulchre, of
. vhich nevertheless he says nothing at a later date, in
his Life of Constantine; lastly, that Constantine recog-
nized the discovery of the Cross at the very time,
because, while the terms6 he employs in his Letter to
Macarius are more suitable to denote the Cross than
4the Sepulchre, the strong expressions of his amazement
are also more suitable to the discovery of the former
than of the latter, a discovery which, as we have seen,
was certainly reported and generally believed a few
years later.

163. I conceive, then, that the evidence already
brought together is conclusive of the fact of the
alleged discovery of the Cross about the time of St.
Helena's visit to Jerusalem, and in connection with
that visit. Eusebius's silence is of course a difficulty,
and, as it would appear, cannot satisfactorily be
accounted for.f Yet he is silent at other times about

Palestine, Vol. ii. p. 14. Yet this same writer says in the
.very next page, " Leaving out of view the obviously legendary
portions of this story, it would seem not improbable, that
Helena was the prime mover in searching for and discover-
ing the sacred Sepulchre !??

e iVt&/>t(r/ia roD irdOovs, V. C. iiL 30; whereas Eusebius calls the
Sepulchre rijs d&avafflas /tz'^ta, 26 ; r^$ dz'aorcforews fiapr&piov, 28.

f "Notwithstanding the silence of Eusebius, there would seem
to be hardly any fact of history better accredited than this
alleged discovery of the True Cross." Rob'nson's Palest Vol.
ii. pp. 15, 16; vid. also, " However difficult," etc,, p. 76,